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Metropolitan Demographics 

The population data used for this analysis is from the U.S. Census, specifically the Decennial Census and American Community American Community Survey 
(ACS) 5-Year Estimates.6 Data is reviewed at a census block-level7 to determine the impact of demographics on transit services in the St. Joseph region. The total 
population within Andrew and Buchanan Counties totaled 106,783 in the 2017 ACS estimates (you mean metro area then?). An overview of the total and 
proportional number of seniors, individuals with disabilities, and the low-income population within the St. Joseph metropolitan region are provided in Table 1-1, 
and will be analyzed in greater detail below.  
 
A few notable data points emerge in the table. In comparison to area communities, the City of Elwood has an unusually high proportion of people with 
disabilities for its population, as well as an above average share of low-income population, while the City of Wathena has a more than average share of seniors. 
Given that these locations are on the fringe areas of the Metropolitan Planning Area (MPA), this high share of transit-dependent populations could have even 
greater challenges with transportation and mobility. 
 

Table 1-1: Transit-Dependent Populations 

Geography   Total Population 
Senior Population 

(65+) 
% 

Population with 
Disability 

% 
Low-income 
Population 

% 

County 
  
  

Andrew County (MO) 17,358 3,088 18% 2,406 14% 1,533 9% 

Buchanan County (MO) 89,425 13,345 15% 13,418 16% 14,698 17% 

Doniphan County (KS) 7,790 1,388 18% 1,245 16% 975 14% 

Municipality 
  
  
  
  

City of St. Joseph (MO) 76,819 11,080 14% 11,727 16% 13,664 19% 

City of Savannah (MO) 5,111 799 16% 770 16% 539 11% 

Village of Country Club (MO) 2,920 371 13% 230 8% 167 6% 

City of Elwood (KS) 1,017 181 18% 275 27% 216 21% 

City of Wathena (KS) 1,253 257 21% 167 14% 94 8% 
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Tables S0101, S1701, S1810, DP05. Note: proportions apply to the total population for whom the relevant 
data were gathered (e.g., disability status only includes civilian non-institutionalized population), not the total population as supplied in this table. Queried: 01/25/19. 
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Individuals with Disabilities 

Continuing coordination between mobility services, and individuals with a disability is critically important to ensure individuals have access to essential medical, 
shopping, and business trips. According to ESRI (Environmental Systems Research Institute) Business Analyst, nearly one in three households in the MPA has one 
or more persons with a disability (30.7%). A detailed breakdown of the percent of civilian non-institutionalized population with a given disability type is provided 
in Figure 1-2. Generally speaking, the numbers are fairly consistent between areas, with Elwood having higher percentages of hearing, ambulatory, and cognitive 
disabilities.  

Figure 1-2: Disability by Type 
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Source: U.S. Census Bureau, 2013-2017 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, S1810. Queried: 01/28/19. 
Note: Disability Status only includes civilian non-institutionalized population. Population may have more than one disability, so values should not be summed across disability types.  
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Seniors 

Table 1-2 displays the median age of by the three-county area and communities within the MPA between 2000 and 2017 and summarizes the population age 65 
and over in 2017.  Older populations are concentrated within the northern regions of the MPA as most block groups north of the city of St. Joseph have over 15% 
of residents over the age of 65. City of St. Joseph residents are generally younger than residents in surrounding municipalities as indicated by the median age in 
2017.   

Table 1-2: Age and Income (2000-2017) 

Geography  
Median 

Age 
(2000) 

Median 
Age 

(2017) 

Change 
(%) 

CAGR 
(%) 

65 years 
and Older 

(Total) 

65 years 
and Older 

(%) 

Median 
Household 

Income (2000) 

Median 
Household 

Income (2010) 

Median 
Household 

Income (2017) 
MPO St. Joseph MPA 35.7 37.9 9.2 0.5 15,820 16.5 # # # 

County Andrew County (MO) 37.8 42.5 12.4 0.7 3,088 17.8 $40,688 $52,720 $57,406 
 Buchanan County (MO) 36.1 37.1 2.8 0.2 13,345 14.9 $34,704 $42,393 $44,181 
 Doniphan County (KS) 36.8 39.4 7.1 0.4 1,388 17.8 $32,537 $43,410 $46,346 

Municipality City of St. Joseph (MO) 35.6 35.8 0.6 0.0 11,080 14.4 $32,663 $40,430 $42,248 
 City of Savannah (MO) 37.9 39.8 5.0 0.3 799 15.6 $32,996 $37,054 $46,205 
 Village of Country Club (MO) 34.6 38.2 10.4 0.6 371 12.7 $45,987 $60,682 $64,821 
 City of Elwood (KS) 32.3 46.4 43.7 2.2 181 17.8 $28,950 $38,661 $40,192 
 City of Wathena (KS) 36.4 43.4 19.2 1.0 257 20.5 $34,046 $46,375 $45,786 

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000, 2010, Table DP-1 & DP-3, American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, 2013-2017, Tables S0101, S1901. Queried: 01/25/19.  
Note: Compound Annual Growth Rate (CAGR). 
# US Census and ACS figures unavailable.  
  
According to a U.S. Census report, between 2012 and 2050, the United States will experience considerable growth in its older population. In 2050, the 
population aged 65 and over is projected to be 83.7 million, almost double its estimated population of 43.1 million in 2012. The baby boomers are largely 
responsible for this increase in the older population, as they began turning 65 in 2011.  It is expected that the aging baby boomers will be more active than 
previous generations of seniors: they will live and work longer and have more disposable income to spend on activities in the community and within the local 
economy. This trend of active seniors, along with the overall projected 2045 population growth, suggests St. Joseph metro area residents may require additional 
transportation alternatives than currently offered.  As technology advances and ridesharing becomes more commonplace within the St. Joseph region, these 
mobility options could potentially play a larger role in providing increased mobility for older adults.  
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